Introduction
Lemkin devised the term genocide as a response to the organised, mechanised, and institutionalised killings that were part of the Nazi Regime during the Second World War. In his 1944 work defining genocide and its processes, Lemkin identified Genocide occurring across a range of different spheres of human and social life, including the political, social, cultural, economic, biological, physical, religious and moral. This article seeks to add to this body of work by examining three constituent parts of Lemkin's concept of genocide: the intent of the act, the aim of the act, and the techniques used to deliver the genocide", where revenge and punishment are used as the key justification for an attack. Common to much genocide throughout history, Totten and Bartrop argue that retribution is a "way of blaming the victim" that "flows from the dehumanization that has been fastened to the victims before they are attacked". As an example of this, we could consider elements of the genocide in the Rwandan conflict as retributive Genocide. The post-colonial collapse of unequal power structures meant the once politically and socially dominant Tutsi minority were targeted by members of the Hutu group partly in retaliation for the inequality they felt they had suffered during colonial rule.
The second of Totten and Bartrop's classifications is "institutional genocide": in other words, where genocide is used as a tool of the state or attacking organisation to "manage" a target population.
Totten and Bartrop 22 argue that this form of genocide was a "universal aspect of conquest" in the ancient and medieval worlds, so much so that it was "embedded in the very notion of warfare".
Often used in lieu of political solutions that were more resource-heavy and less likely to provide long-term solutions, this driver for genocide is reflected in some of the bloody conquests during the crusades.
The third type, Utilitarian genocide, Totten and Bartrop argue is evident in the processes of colonialism and imperialism. Describing it as "a combination of ethnocentrism and simple greed" populations from an estimated 7-10 million (possibly up to 18 million according to some estimates) 21 Ibid. vii settlements … slaughtering everyone they found there, including small children, old men, [and] pregnant women". Over three decades of Spanish control Jones claims that the population of the continent was reduced from an estimated 8 million to around 20,000.
Totten and Bartrop's typologies of genocide illustrate how genocide is driven through different forces, be they institutional, utilitarian, monopolistic, ideological, or a combination therein.
Regardless of the drivers and the justifications used for genocide, however, the end of the process is the same: the destruction of a target group. In this sense, whether a dolus specialis (particular intent) or a dolus eventualis (conditional intention) is present does not impact on the event,
although it may impact on the legal outcomes given the language used in international legislation.
Totten and Bartrop ultimately tie their typologies together:

Genocide is a sustained purposeful action by a perpetrator to physically destroy a collective directly or indirectly, through interdiction of the biological and social reproduction of group members, sustained regardless of the surrender or lack of threat offered by the victim 27
The next section illustrates how the destruction of a group in a genocide is part of a complex act that involves more than just mass persecution and/or killings but entails an embedded social machinery and a cultural acceptance of violence. Secondly, genocide requires a form of structural violence against the target group. Once a population has accepted a degree of cultural violence, then it is easier for a state or body to enact structural violence against the target group. Galtung 36 describes this type of violence as a system of "structurally built-in alienation and repression", and in the case of genocide this might involve the organisation of punitive and discriminatory legislation. For instance, in Nazi Germany a long process of anti-Jewish laws, victimisation, and public discrimination preceded the holocaust. As with Nazi Germany, Galtung 37 describes how structural violence can become an essential part of some states, either as a tool to manage resources or as a broader structure of social power. Such violence is no accident, it is embedded "within complex structures and at the end of long, highly ramified causal Galtung's definition associated as it is with the other forms of structural and cultural violence can also give a broader interpretation to direct violence to include actions against individuals, homes and business premises, and cultural spaces to name but a few. This is because direct violence is the manifestation of the longer term and often hidden or less visible processes of cultural conditioning to exclusion and violence. Direct violence is the conspicuous pinnacle of a process in which a "steady flow through time of cultural violence" is overlain with the "rhythms of structural violence" so as to create a situation in which "patterns of exploitation are building up, wearing out, or torn down, with the protective accompaniment of penetration-segmentation preventing consciousness formation, and fragmentation-marginalization preventing organization against exploitation and repression." 41 In such a connection, genocide is the culmination of a complex socio-political, often psychological, process of acclimatisation to exclusion and violence.
Galtung's three concepts offer an important perspective on genocide. The dimensions of violence are interlinked processes, as Galtung describes: "Direct violence is an event; structural violence is a process with ups and downs; cultural violence is an invariant, a 'permanence'." 42 Taken together they illustrate the development of persecution that takes places as a society moves from exclusion, 39 Ibid. 
The techniques of genocide: Stanton's stages of genocide
For Lemkin, genocide is "a composite of different acts of persecution or destruction" that includes, as examples of acts that were committed by the Nazi forces against the Jewish and other populations of occupied Europe, "infringement upon honour and rights … transgression against life, property and religion, or science and art…[acts that] encroach unduly in the fields of taxation and personal services … those which cause humiliations, debilitation and understanding, and danger to health…measures for weakening or destroying political, social, and cultural elements in national groups". 43 These examples serve to illustrate the orchestrated and interrelated programme of acts designed, as the previous two sections have shown, to intentionally destroy a group in essential foundations. The nature of the acts, however, vary depending on a great many factors, including the socio-political structure of the perpetrating and victim groups, the power relationships between the groups, and other underlying ideological positions that may be employed as part of the 'justification' for genocide.
Recognising this "composite of different acts" and the sequences they could follow is an important dimension to understanding genocide, both in the build-up and possible intervention, and in analysing events post factum. In trying to establish a chronology to genocide, Gregory Stanton has developed a phased approach with a "stages of genocide" model that considered genocide as a process or a series of techniques similar to Lemkin's description
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. Stanton established and is president of the organisation "Genocide Watch", which aims to "predict, prevent, stop, and punish Watch (2016) xii ten, then 12 stages of genocide, and aims to highlight the processes a society goes through as part of a genocidal event. Here, the ten-stage version model is used as an example.
Stanton's Ten Stages of Genocide can be categorised into four groups. The first group contains those stages that are concerned with the identification and Othering of the target group to establish them as deviant, different, and dangerous. For Stanton, 46 this is achieved through "Classification" and "Symbolisation", which is the use of both physical symbols and cultural knowledge to create the concept of difference. This is important in identifying the target group, but also in creating for the perpetrators a collective identity that can later be manipulated into genocidal intent. In their work, Adorno and Horkheimer 47 describe how such Othering is a key ingredient in creating the groundwork for discrimination and violence. Focusing on the Nazi treatment of Jews in and around the Second World War, they described how "the fascists do not view the Jews as a minority but as an opposing race, the embodiment of the negative principle." 48 The second broad category of Stanton's typology relates to a process of organised state-sanctioned inequality and division: what he terms "Discrimination" and "Dehumanisation." 49 This is the application of the principles of Otherling to social and cultural institutions and to the life of the target group. For Zygmunt Bauman 50 this is a key aspect of the group-crime that is genocide, it is the physical expression of othering and racism, which is "a form of social engineering".
The third grouping of Stanton's stages incorporate "Organisation", "Polarisation", "Preparation", and "Persecution". Collectively, these relate to intensified discrimination, increased use of violence, and preparation for the removal and/or destruction of a target population. As a group act, genocide requires a high degree of organisation and management, and these stages of Stanton's work xiii emphasise the deliberate and orchestrated nature of the crime and the shift from violence to disintegration and extermination of the target group. For instance, Bauman 51 cites Joseph Goebbels (Minister of Propaganda for Nazi Germany) speaking on the escalating levels of violence required to manage the Jewish population of Europe: "there is no hope of leading the Jews back into the fold of civilized humanity by exceptional punishments. They will forever remain Jews, just as we are forever members of the Aryan Race".
The final grouping comprises stages nine and ten of Stanton's process, and deals with "Genocide" and " Denial" in its aftermath. Here we can see some of the complexity of categorising genocidal acts as the focus on the "destruction of the group themselves" 52 means that there is often the chance for perpetrators to deny such intent. This, along with the requirement to prove the intent and focus of the act, means that it is often particularly difficult to prosecute genocide, as subsequent legal cases have borne out.
Conclusion
Lemkin's original definition of genocide reflected a series of crimes so great that they necessitated a new concept. This article seeks to add to the discussion, dividing Lemkin's concept of genocide into three interconnected parts and examining each in turn. In the first instance, debates around the specific intent of genocide illustrate the restrictive nature of dolus specialis (particular intent) in international legislation. This is more than just semantics, it reaches to the heart of genocide as a crime and as a prosecutable offence. The emphasis placed on motive in international legislation has, on the one hand served to elevate genocide as the "crime of crimes," 53 distinguished from other internationally legislated acts of extreme violence. It has also, however, made it difficult to successfully prosecute genocide as is illustrated in the relatively low levels of genocide prosecution 51 Ibid. into action. The typologies help to set up genocide as a complex socio-political act, which is expanded upon using Galtung's concepts of direct, structural, and cultural violence.
Galtung's work has not, to my research, been used as an analytical tool in genocide studies to date.
His phenomenology of violence structured around a triangle of direct, cultural and structural violence offers an important tool for illustrating how genocide is a deliberate, long term and multifaceted process of social manipulation and victimisation across all realms of social life.
Galtung's work also illustrates the role of power imbalance within genocide, both in the act of direct violence and in the more pervasive but less visible constructions of cultural and structural violence that often proceed the widespread violence of a genocidal event. This complexity is illustrated in the final section, which groups Stanton's well-established phased stages of genocide to offer a useful guide to some of the pervasive processes that Galtung identifies. Stanton's work is a very practical and empirical account of genocide processes, applying Galtung's work to it here can help to illustrate how such 'techniques of genocide' mobilize a group or nation to commit, or at least to allow, such an act to take place. Through these three different interpretations, this paper hopefully offers further understanding to what it is that makes genocide a unique crime in human nature.
